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The paper focusses on the practical issues of institutions and
resourcesrelating to a conference held in November 1994 on the
topic, organized by the American Council of Learned Socicties
(ACLS) which embraces the U.S. scholarly community in the
humanities and social scicnces. The results of statcments of
confcrence participants on the internationalization of ist activi-
ties and on the internationalization of scholarship in their fields
have been summarized herc. (KO)

1.Introduction

Thercisnothingnew in the internationalization of schol-
arship; it has becn an aspiration for centuries. Plato’s
academy was an international institution. During the
Middle Ages, Islamic and Christian scholars shared texts
and commentaries with one another. Benjamin Franklin
sent moose bones to France to help scttle long-standing
questions about whether mammals in North America dif -
fered fromthose in Europe. The comingoftherescarch ideal
to the United States was very much indebted to a genera-
tion of scholars who studied in Germany. One ofthe key
participants in the rccent controversy about scientific
integrity in a paper published in Cel/is a woman who was
born in Brazil, educated in Japan and employcd inalabin
Europe before comingto MIT.

Someoneoncesaid: ‘Scholarsarepeoplewholooklike
forcigners in any country.” Certainly scholars inhabit a
special realm of their own, onc that does not respect
national borders.

Theissues in the internationalization of scholarship arc
mercly practical oncs. By andlarge they are issues having
to do with institutions, with modes of travel and communi-
cation, with the adequacy of resourccs. And with these
practical arrangcments, national borders can be very im-
portant.

I wanttoacknowledgcherethatprogress inthe interna-
tionalization of scholarship also depends upon the strength
of our aspirations and with whatever limitations our pre ju-
dices impose, but these arc a topic for another evening,

In this paper I want to focus on the practical issues of
institutions and resources. My remarks are a progress
reporton howwe aredoingtoward rcalizing thataspiration
towards the internationalization of scholarship.
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Itisaprogressreportfroma particular, if useful vantage
point: theAmerican Council of Learned Societies (ACLS),
which embraces the U.S. scholarly community in the hu-
manities and social sciences.

Theseremarksdrawonaconference we held in Novem-
ber, 1994 on this topic. Eachlearned society was asked to
prepareastatcment on the internationalization of its activi-
ties and on the internationalization of scholarship in its
ficld. Thavedrawn freely onthese inpreparingmyremarks,
but of coursc the views expressed these evening are merely
my own. (We published a sclection of these statements as
anA CLS Occasional Paper, which is available on request.)

The common images wc have of scholars are solitary
ones. Weoftenpicturcascholar workingalone in alibrary,
alab. Thisis especially ourconception in the humanities,
buteven scholars who work alone rely upon communities.
They build upon the work of onc another; they need
comment and criticisim, and thcy need organized settings
where they can share their work with others.

If scholarsneed communities,communitiesneed organi-
zation. Scholarly communities need educational institu-
tions, for example. They nced archives andlibrarics, they
need learned societies and publishers, —and more. Each
of these kinds of institutions has its own story in terms of
achieving global reach.

Iwon’ttry tocoverthemall. Inmy remarksI wantto focus
upon learned societies, on programs forlanguage training
and exchanges, and on library and inf ormation resources.
I then want to add a very few words about how this
internationalization is affecting scholarship itself. Finally,
I want to raise some questions about the future.

2. TheExpanding Reach of Learned Societies

Thirteen learned societies joined together in 1919 to
create thc American Council of Learncd Societies. Today
we have 58 member societies and the number continues to
grow. Our purpose (this is quoted from our Constitution)
is the “advancement of humanistic studies in all {ields of
learning in the humanities and social sciences and the
maintenance and strengthening of rclations among the
national societies devoted to such studies.”

Note that our Constitution speaks of “national socie-
ties.” Most ofthc learned societies which belong to ACLS
werc created in the past century and a half, and most were
founded as national societies. (It is difficult to look up
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societies in our Directory because so many are the Ameri-
can Socicty of this or the American Association of that.)

The very earlicst learned societies—secular organiza-
tions of those with a serious concern for knowledge—are
largely an invention of the Enlightenment. These earliest
societies were:

= place-based

+ pgatherings across a range of professions of all learned
people '

= focused on the full breadth of fields ofknowledge.

They were local societies becausc that was the geogra-
phy which could be comfortably embraced in an ongoing
scries of activities. Many of these early learned societies
had meeting halls; many had also cabinets or collections
of valuable objects, gathered from distant places or times,
which could be examined at first hand. Though quite
transformedtoday, threc ofthese earliest learned societies
aremembers of ACLS. The AmericanPhilosophical Soci-
ety (Philadelphia,founded 1743) andthe American Acad-
emy of Arts and Sciences (Boston, 1780) are now prestig-
ioushonorary societies whosereachis not just national but
international. The American Antiquarian Society (Worces-
ter, 1812) also has only honorary members, but today is
principally a major independent research library.

Modern learned societies, ones founded after the U.S.
CivilWar, by contrast are:

» national
» networks of scholars and cducators
+ with professional interests ina single field or discipline.

That is, they arc broader in geographical reach but
narrower intwootherways: theydraw in (forthe mostpart)
only professionals who arc teachers and scholars, and they
draw in only those with interest in a single dcfined ficld.

A large number of learned societies were founded be-
tween the Civil Warand World Warl. Founded during this
period were (among others) virtually all of those in the
disciplines which are included among the standard hu-
manities and social scicnce departments of colleges and
universities. The learned societies founded after World
War | add several additional kinds of fields, most notably
those concerned with the arts, and thosc interdisciplinary
societies concerned with particular areas of the world or
with particular centuries or eras.

One of the primary purposes in forming the American
Council of Learned Societies in 1919 was to provide a
representative for thc United States in the Union des
Associations Internationales (UAI). That is, ACLS was
formedinresponseto theaspirationfor international rcach.
Formorethan 75 years, ACLS has playcd an important role
in mediating the relation between scholarly communities in
the United States and scholar communities in other coun-
tries. In additionto the UAL, the ACLS also represents the
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United States in a variety of other formal and informal
international gathcrings.

Ourmemberlearnedsocietiesare growing beyondtheir
nationalboundaries,however. Taking stock ofthischange
wasa primary purpose of theNovember, 1994 retreat. Three
patterns of change — certainly not exclusive — arc worth
noting:

(1) Insomefields, national lcarned societies ina number
of countries have joined together to constitute an interna-
tional lcarncd society in the field. The national societies
continue, as robustly as ever, but the international society
also holds periodic meetings, may publish a journal, and
perform other regular functions of a learned socicty. In
1994, 30 of our then 56 member learned societies could
identify some kind of international learned society as an
organization with whichthey were affiliated.

(2) Asecondkind ofchange: national learnedsocieties
areextendingtheir ownreachbeyondnationalboundaries.
Forexample,theyare:

+ inviting foreign scholars to their annual meetings,

* holding meetings abroad,

+ attracting members from other countries (10, 20, even
30% in some cases),

+ appointing foreignscholars tosubmitpapersto journals
or to serve on the editorial boards of journals,

« working with scholars in other countries to develop
international curricummaterials, and

+ taking an interest in conditions for scholarship in other
countries (availability of journals, academic freedom,
etc.).

(3) In a few cases, learned societies were started as
societies with areachbeyonda single country. They may
be headquartered in the United States and have a majority
of members inthiscountry, but the aspirations are broader
fromthe beginning. Some have seen their natural rcach as
NorthAmerica—oratlcast Canadaandthe United States,
In a few cases, they were founded with fully international
expectations.

‘Internationalization’ istoday one ofthe most important
frontiers forourmember societies. They are exploringwhat
this means, and not all proceeding in the same way, but
virtually all meanto becngaged inthe work ofinternation-
alizingtheiractivities.

3. LanguageTrainingand Exchanges

Twotraditional and critically important means for pro-
moting the internationalization of scholarship in the hu-
manitics and social sciences have becen language training
and exchanges. We cannot have serious internationaliza-
tion of scholars without opportunities for the possibility to
lcarn a broad spectrum of world languages, and without
opportunities for scholars to meet and work together face-
to-face. Both arc difficult for individual universities or
learned societies to provide on their own, so both have
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relied to an unusual extent on public provision.

Both language training and exchanges were given a
distinct boost in the United States by World War Il and its
aftermath, and this country took on a new international role
and rcalized its ignorance of much ofthe world. The U.S.
government looked much moreto scholarstotakethelead
in international understanding.

With exchanges, we created the Fulbright program in
1946. While there have becn other exchanges, Fulbright
has been the flagship, the exemplar for other programs,
especially programs for scholars. Under its auspices,
thousands of scholars in an array of fields, have studied
and taught abroad. Thousands of others have come from
abroad to study and teach in this country.

With language training, the flagship program has been
Title VI of the National Defense Education Act, passed in
1958. Overthepast several decades, Title VIhassupported
area centers and language training programs atuniversities
across the U.S. Again, ithas been joined by other, broadly
similarprogramsforlanguagelearning.

Both exchanges andlanguage programs arcnow facing
a withdrawal of federal funding, in part because ofthe end
of the Cold War, and in part becausc of a new political
dynamicregarding the federal budget.

Atthe sametime that institutions responsible for schol-
arship and education have grown more interested in the
world beyond the U.S. and Western Europe, the U.S.
public, or at least the public as it finds cxpression through
the political process, has grown more focused on the
United States. Exchanges and languagc learningprograms
remain valuable approaches forthe internationalization of
scholarship, and they must be provided for each new
generation if we are to sustain the progress we have made,
but at present their future is uncertain.

4. LibraryandInformationResources

Another principal way the internationalization of schol-
arship has been moved along is by boadening and deepen-
ing the library and inf ormationresourcesavailable to schol-
ars. Again, I want to focus herc on the situation in the
United Statcs—certainly not the whole story, but a very
important one.

Andwiththelibrary andinformationresources availablc
inthe United States, I have some badnews and I have some
good ncws. The bad news is very much real and in the
present. The good news is justapossibility and only in the
future. The bad ncws has to do with the rapid decline in
acquisitions of forcign materials by U.S. scholarly libraries.
The good news has to do with how the technologies of
digitalnetworksmayprovide possibilities for collaborative
acquisition of such materials.

The budgets of research libraries have been under
assault for quite some timc. The assault has come from
scveral dircctions at once: increases in the volumec of what
is published, increases in unitprices, unfavorable changes
in cxchange rates, and general pressure on university
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budgets. Library collections budgctshave been unable to
keep pace. The consequences have becn cancellations of
journals and constriction of collections. What has been
sacrificed? Among the most vulnerable targets have been
foreign acquisitions.

Each library makes decisions based on the needs of its
localusers. Butdecisionsthatare rational on a local scale
maywindupbeingirrational fromanational orinternational
perspective. In this casc, as a consequence of local deci-
sions, valuable materials arc not being acquired by any
library. apredicament with whichmanyofyouare familiar.

The Association of Research Libraries (ARL), in con-
junction with the Association of American Universitics
(AAU), has played a particularly valuable role in charting
this dramatic decline. Theyhave also helpedtoidentify the
solution, and almost certainly it is the only possible solu-
tion. Weneed tosharethe work and cxpense of acquiring
foreign-published materials among a large number of rc-
search libraries. And we need to make thesc materials
broadly available to scholars everywhere by the use of
digitalnetworks.

ARL and AAU are sponsoring three pilot projects that
are attempting to demonstrate how this strategy can work.
One focuses on materials from Mexico and Argentina, one
on German materials, and one on Japanese materials.

These projects arcimportantforwhatthey will accom-
plishintheir ownterms, butthey are all the more important
for leading the way towards more general cooperative
stratcgies of library acquisitions. Almost certainly we are
movingtowardsthe beginningofadramatic change in how
we organize library and information resources around the
world. The technologies of digital networks makes this
possible, but this technology is not the sole key to unlock-
ing the future. We also need to work out how distant
organizations will cooperate— will rely upononcanother
overthelongrun. Weneed to work out the sound finances
of cooperative arrangements, and we need to work out the
copyright arrangements.

Digital networks open the door to global, collaborative
acquisition and use of library resources. They are also
contributing to the internationalization of scholarship in
many other ways. Let me just mention a few:

+ stayingintouch withcolleagues ontheotherside ofthe
world via c-mail, withoutconcern for timezones,

+ revising or editing documents in real time with col-
leagues at a great distance,

+ holding virtual conferences, with participants spread
across several countries, and

* teachinga class withstudents thousands of miles apart.

These are possibilities, buthow will they becomereali-
tics? Someone, someinstitution, has to build the capabili-
ties to allow these uses. We are sceing a grcat many
promising starts, butitwill costa grcatdealmoreto develop
these into broadly available capabilities. Will thesc be as
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available to scholars in Malawi and Malaysia as they will
beintheUnitcd Statesand Germany? There isa significant
dangerwewillcreate yctanother global gap between haves
and have nots,

5. Reorganization of Scholarly Fields

How arescholarly fields changing with the internation-
alization of scholarship? How is the study of literaturc
changing? or the study of politics? orofart? This, too, is
an cvening’s topic in its own right — or perhaps a whole
conference. Letmesimply draw afew conclusions fromour
Novcmber ‘94 retreat.

First, fields are becoming less insular. My own field,
political science, is a goodexample. Whenl wasin graduate
school in the early 1970s, American politics was not only
aseparate sub-fieldbutfarandaway the sub-field with the
most practitioners. The politics of the United States were
treated as a special case and studied in a dif ferent manner
frompolitics in therest of the world. Today, comparative
politics is the sub-field with the most practitioners, and the
politics in the United States arc much more likely to be
studied with the same methods and approaches as politics
in other countries.

Or take literature. The Modern Language Association
(MLA) issonamed because whenitwasformedonly Latin
and Greek were studied in U.S. colleges and universities.
The MLA was created to promote the study of all the
others. But for many ycars, literature in French, German,
Spanish and English, and works written in North America
and Europe, all but eclipsed the study of literature in other
languages and from other continents, Today, an MLA
conference shows attention to literature on a much more
international scale.

A secondconclusion: the array of fields and disciplines
is becoming more standardized acrosscountries: thcarray
of fields we have inthe United States is becoming a de facto
international standard. Isthis a goodthing? Forsome, yes.
At the retreat, a scholar from thc Association for the
Advancement of Baltic Studies complained about univer-
sities in the Baltic States still being organized as they had
beenunder Sovietdomination. Forthe mostpart, however,
this homogenization of how fields arc organized is not a
good thing, Wc are losing some richness in a plurality of
approaches and perspectivces.

My third conclusion has to do with interdisciplinarity,
something we actively promote at ACLS. If we ask: is
increased internationalization of scholarship leading to
greater interdisciplinarity? I donotthink we can say yes;
wecannotconcludethatthe twoarenaturally linked. Much
of the work of internationalization is being donc along
disciplinarylines.

Ontheotherhand, promotingthcinternationalization of
scholarship via a particular kind of interdisciplinary ap-
proach has been a concern of ACLS for more than four
decades: we have been nurturing the birth and develop-
ment of ‘area studies.” Much of this work we have done
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jointly in conjunction with the Social Science Research
Council. Over the past two years SSRC and ACLS have
been taking stock of where we arc in this cffortto promote
interdisciplinary area studies. Here are a few conclusions
from that stock taking:

+ Werecognize the coming to maturity of area studies
fields. Arca studies centers have been created on
university campuses. A varicty of area studics pro-
grams have been adopted at both graduate and under-
graduate levels. Learned societies in the arca studies
fields havc been formed, and overthe pasttwenty years
theyhave cometobe importantmembersof ACLS. Area
studies journals havebecome establishedandrespected
publications.

* Despite the maturity of arca studies fields, we note the
fragility of whathas beenaccomplished. Area studies
fields are ‘programs’ not departments at universities.
Faculty lines tend to be dedicated to departments not
programs. When cutbacks come, departmental contri-
butions to area studies programs can be among the first
eliminations.

* We note the renewed importance or culture, religion,
and national and ethnic identity in shaping human
affairs. (Orperhapsitisnot ‘renewedimportance’atall;
perhaps the importance of these things was just ob-
scured by the Cold War). We need to find ways to be
sure that area studies knowledge is looked to, and that
it makes a contribution both within and beyond the
academy.

« Weneedtosustainandstrengthen what we have begun.
Beyond this, the frontier in research appears to be
stimulating scholarship that crosses the boundaries of
area studies regions: workthatis comparative, or work
that charts how global forces have varied local conse-
quences because of how they arc refracted through
different cultures.

We arc dedicating oursclves to fresh efforts to promote
area studies.

6. What will shape the future ?

What will shape the future? I do not possess a particu-
larly good crystal ball. 1 do not have much sense of what
the future will bring. ButI do think [ know some of the
questions that arc before us. 1 would like to close by
sketchingthree of them.

6.1 Whatorganizations will serve our needs for
international scholarship?

[ have already said that learned socictics will do so.
Nevertheless, it is worth noting that most of the organiza-
tions and institutions which support scholarship today arc
only a little more than a century or a century and a quarter
old. The university, the learned society, the library, the
publisher: all these institutions werc invented or dramati-
cally reshaped in the latc nineteenth century. They were
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shaped to serve the emerging needs of education and
scholarship fora society then becoming muchmorcreliant
on education and knowledge.

They have served us well, and decades ago we worked
out the basic routines by which these institutions work
with one another. All of these institutions are now in the
midst ofincreasingly rapid change. Mypointis not justthat
each is changing, nor that they need to find new ways to
cooperate. Both arc true. My point is rather that we may
well see wholly new institutions — hybrid forms — that
look quite different. Should libraries now be repositories
oforiginal materials, from whichusers aroundthe globe can
draw on demand? Ifso, either libraries or their users will
have taken on some of the functions of publishers. Other
possibilities could be offercd. We are already secing
unusual new partnerships among libraries, publishers,
learned societies and universities.

Whatorganizations will secrvewell theneeds of interna-
tional scholarship? Pcrhapsnotthc currentones; weneed
to entertain that possibility. Institutions are created by
human ingenuity. Wc are now at a point wherc we need
further ingenuity— and vision — to sec what configura-
tion of institutions will serve us best in the future.

6.2 Who will dominatethedigitalfuturc?

I have already touched on how the technologies of
digital networks open the door to exciting possibilitics for
international scholarship. But this suggests another ques-
tion: whoseinterestswillbeservedbestby thesetechnolo-
gics? The main issues here arise outside the world of
scholarship. We arc all watching with intercst the struggles
among telephone companies, cable operators, publishers,
movic studios, and television networks for dominance in
thcworld of ‘infotainment.” Surely theworldof scholat ship
will be affected by this clash of Microsoft, Disney, Time-
Warner, Viacom and other titans. But how?

Onekey question—pcrhapst/ickey—involves intellec-
tual property. What rules will guide copyright in this
digital, networked world? Thesuccessofthethree AAU/
ARL pilot projects depends in parton their finding af ford-
able ways for libraries to share materials without violating
copyright. The success of wider cooperative strategies
depends on this as well. The technologies of digital
nctworks render incoherent or strange many familiardoc-
trinesofcopyrightlaw. Whatbecomes of “fairuse” or“first
sale” in a digital age? These same technologics impel us
toreconcile importantdifferences amongcopyrightlaws in
different countries, Weareinthemidstofworking outnew
international understandings.

Inthisregard,l wantto offer onc otheropinion, perhaps
controversial. If these newundcrstandings donot provide
special arrangements for scholarship and education, |
belicve our needs will not be well served. Rules designed
toserveprimetimetelcvisionormassmarket movies willnot
scrve well the necds of scholarship. In the prescnt policy
debate over intellectualproperty, thecneeds of scholars are
not casily finding recognition.
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Inthinkingaboutwho will dominatethe digital future, I
want to mention an excitingundertaking in whichACLS is
involved with several dozen other non-profit organiza-
tions, representing muscums, libraries, archives, schools
and universities. Together we have created NINCH, the
Nationallnitiative for a Networked Cultural Heritage. NINCH
will help see that the full riches of our national cultural
heritage find their way into digital form. (And we mean
‘national cultural heritage’ as broadly as we can imagine.)
NINCH will be a forum for discussion of issues of stand-
ards,common protocols, copyright. Itwill identify projects
thatneed to be started, and help find someone to carry them
forward.

Note thatthis is anational initiative. WecexpectNINCH
will work with similarorganizations inothercountriesto see
that the full cultural resources of all human communities
find their way into digital form. Who will dominate the
digital future? I doubt the organizations of scholarship will.
But we have an important rolc to play, and we must find a
way to have our nceds respected.

6.3 How much will weinvestinknowledge?

My third question is thelargestofall. I don’t meanhow
much will thosc of us in this room invest in knowledge, or
cvenall the world of scholarshipand education. I meanhow
much will oursociety invest in knowledge?

All of you know that the National Endowment for the
Humanities (NEH) wasdramaticallycutinits funding by the
current Congress. So, too, was the National Endowment for
the Arts (NEA). We faced down the real possibility ofthe
two endowments being eliminated altogether, but these
cutsare causing serious harmtoscholarship and creativity.

The assault on NEH and NEA has been so strong that
I think there is a tendency in the arts and humanities and
social sciences to think we are being singled out for
punishment. And perhaps we are, toa degree. Butwe also
need to notice that our society is withdrawing funding for
all forms of organized intelligence. Federal funding for
science is no longer on the increase, and is now being cut.
State governments arecuttingback their supportfor higher
education institutions. Corporations are cutting their
research and development budgets. And so forth.

For those of us who bcelieve that knowledge must cer-
tainly play an increasingly important role in the future, for
those of us who believe knowledge must play an evermore
central role inhumanaffairs, this is pcculiar and troubling.
Is the current withdrawal of support for organized intelli-
gencc justapause? orisitalongtermtrend? Andwhathas
given rise to this withdrawal of support?

We nced not worry that over the very long term that
scholarship will continue to become more fully interna-
tional. Curiosity and wonder and the deep desire to
understand one another make this as close to a certainty as
anything in human affairs. What is unclear are only the
pace and the path.

I have noted this evening that the progress of interna-
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tionalizing scholarship has relied to a large extent on what
public policy has made possible. Wc rcly on the institu-
tions wecrcatefor ourselves, likelearnedsocietics; but we
mustalso rely on public support. In the past, public policy
has opcned some doors, and closed others. What will be
the partnership of politics and scholarship in the futurc?

So my final question, the onc I leave you with, is how
much will we invest in knowledge? The future of the
intcrnationalization of scholarship depends very much on
the answer to this question.

* Addrcss to the International Society of Knowledge Organization
during its 4th International [SKO Conference, given at the U.S.
Supreme Court, Washington, D.C., July 16, 1996.

ACLSMemberSocieties

African Studics Association (1957)

American Academy of Arts and Sciences (1780)
AmericanAcadcmy of Religion (1909)

American Anthropological Association (1902)
Amcrican Antiquarian Socicty (1812)

Amcrican Association fortheAdvanccinentof Slavic Studies (1948)
American Comparative Literature Association (1960)
Amecrican Dialcct Society (1889)
AmericanEconomic Association (1885)

American FolklorcSocicty (1888)

American Historical Association (1884)

Amcrican Musicological Socicty (1934)

Amcrican Numismatic Socicty (1858)

American Oriental Society (1842)

Amcrican Philological Association (1869)

Amcrican Philosophical Association (1900)
American Philosophical Society (1743)

American Political Scicnce Association (1903)

AmericanPsychological Association (1892)
Amcrican Society for Aesthetics (1942)
Amcrican Socicty for Eightcenth Century Studics (1969)
Amcrican Socicty for Legal Fistory (1956)
American Socicty for Theatre Rescarch (1956)
American Society of Comparative Law (1951)
American Socicty of Intcrnational Law (1906)
AmcricanSociological Association(1905)
Amcrican Studics Association (1950)
Archaeological Institutc of America (1879)
Association for Asian Studics (1941)
Association {or Jewish Studies (1969)
Association for the Advancement of Baltic Studies (1968)
Association of Amcrican Geographers (1904)
Association of American Law Schools (1900)
Bibliographical Society of America (1904)
College Art Association (1912)

Dictionary Society of North Amcrica (1975)
Economic History Association (1940)
German Studics Association (1976)

Hispanic Society of America (1904)

[istory of Scicnce Socicty (1924)

Latin Amcrican Studics Association (19606)
Linguistic Socicty of Amcrica (1924)
Medieval Academy of America (1925)
Metaphysical Society of America (1950)
Middlc East Studics Association (19606)
Modcrn Language Association (1883)
Organization of American Historians (1907)
Renaissance Society of America(1954)
Sixteenth Century Studies Conference (1970)
Society for Cinema Studies (1959)

Society for Ethnomusicology (1955)

Society {or French Historical Studies (1956)
Society for the History of Technology (1958)
Socicty of Architectural Historians (1940)
Socicty of Biblical Literaturc (1880)

Sonncck Socicty of Amcrican Music (1983)

Continued from p. 226

Languages and the Media

An international conference and exhibition entitled Lan-
guages and the Media was held from Nov.21-23, 1996 at
Berlinunderthe patronage of Mr. Daniel Tarschys, Sccretary
General of the Council of Europe. Ithad the support of elevan
institutions such as FIT, the Fédération Internationale des
Traducteurs, the European Media Institute, the Europcan
Society for Translation Studies.

The Keynotc address was delivered by Prof. José Lambert
from the Cera Chair of Translation in Leuven, Belgium. 35
papers were presented in the following seven scssions:
Language Policy, Language Transfer (Content) - Dubbing,
The Impact of Media on Language - Language Transter
(Content) - Subtitling, Technology in Language Transfer -
Training for the Media, and The Uscr’s View: Corporate
Translation Policy. The closing remarks werc made on
behalf of the organizers by Geqffrey Kingscott, Praetorius
Ltd., UK. For further information turn to: Dr. Hanna
Vondrdckova, ICEF/Sprachen & Medien, Dvouletky 501/
2998, 100 00 Praha 10, CR.
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IFCS-96. Data Science, Classification and related
Methods, Japan, March 1996

The fifth conference of the International Federation of Classifi-
cation Societies on theabovetitlewasheld on March 27-30, 1996
in Kobe,Japan. Two volumes of the - partly - extended abstracts
of some 200 papers have been published in two volumes of to-
gether 550 pages; they are available fi-om Prof. Dr. OHSUMI,
The Institute of Statistical Mathcmatics, National Intcr-Univ.
Institute, 4-6-7 Minami-Azabu, Minato-ku, Tokyo 106, Japan.
Papers of the 10 invited lectures included: A.D. GORDON:
Cluster Validation. - F.-J. LAPOINTE: To validate and how to
validate? that is the real question. - Ch. HAY ASHI: What is data
science? - Fundamental concepts and heuristic examples. - W.J.
HEISER: Fitting graphs and trees with multidimensional scaling
methods. - HF. BOCK: Probabilistic aspects in classification. -
L.HUBERT, Ph. ARABIE: The approximation of one or two-
mode proximity matrices by sums of order-constrained matrices.
- J.Ch. LEE: Statistics, data analysis and classification in Korea
- past, presentand future. - F.C. NICOL AU: Some trends in the
classification of variables. - <. JAJUGA: Classification anddata
analysis in finance. - J.-P. RASSON: Convcxity methods in
classitication. Cont’d on p.205

Knowl. Org. 23(1996)No.4

D.C.Bennet: The Internalization of Scholarship in thc Humanitics






